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VIII. 


Tue Marricunation ExaMINatTION. 


A special meeting of Council was held on December 
4th, to determine how the bye-laws regulating the 
matriculation of students were to be interpreted. 
The difficulty can hardly be said to have arisen from 
any want of clearness in the language of the bye-laws. 
They are few and to the point. Confusion has 
apparently resulted from the fact that the Council 
did one thing, and intended another. 

The intention was to make our matriculation 
resemble that adopted by the General Medical Council. 
With this intention we copied the list of educational 
certificates accepted by the Medical Council, and 
framed bye-law 52, which says that the students 
shall, before presenting themselves for the first pro- 
fessional examination, produce one of the certificates 
mentioned. The Council, no doubt, believed that 
these certificates as set out in the list were definite 
documents, granted by various educational bodies to 
candidates who passed in certain specified subjects at 
one examination. It is clear that if these certificates 
are granted after examinations which may or may 
not contain subjects desired by the Council they are 
of very little value. It is ecually clear that if they 
can be obtained by the plan of passing in one subject 
at a time that they may be utterly misleading in their 
significance. If the educational bodies have altered 
the method by which their certificates are to be 
obtained, the Veterinary Council is not to blame, and 
they must reply by altering their bye-laws to prevent 
the acceptance of undesirable certificates, and so 
guard against the entry of men destitute of an 
ordinary liberal education. 

But the question before the special meeting was 
not the value of the certificates scheduled, or the 
standard of education necessary, but some hypothetical 
question as to the interpretation of our rules. Our 
report of the meeting shows a fearfully mixed notion 
as to what the rules are, and what they mean. The 
President apparently anticipated this variety of 
knowledge and intelligence, so came accompanied by 
the College solicitor and Counsel’s opinion, but 
‘nobody seemed one penny the worse the 
better. Nearly every member present had his say, 
and no one threw much fresh light on the problem. 
No defaulting certificate was produced, and we are 
much in the same position as we were last year. If 
our desire be to make all candidates for a veterinary 

ploma show that their educational standard is equal 
to the requirements of the General Medical Council 
we must say so distinctly in our rules. Meantime, 
88 counsel advises, we “must accept a certificate 
showing & complete pass, although on the face of the 
certificate it shows that the examination had been 


The resolution finally adopted was proposed by 
Mr. Barrett (Veterinarian and Barrister) as follows — 
*« the certificates comprised in the first schedule be 
accepted as sufficient educational test irrespective of 
the mode in which such certificates are obtained.” 
This is clear enough, and the onus of giving a fair 
test and a proper certificate is left to the educational 
bodies. It is interesting to compare this resolution 
with the interpretation contained in the secretary's 
letter to Professor Mettam fifteen months ago. ‘‘The 
Council decided to accept the certificates mentioned 
in our list. If the educational bodies give these 
certificates it does not matter to us how they were 
obtained.”” The question was submitted to the 
Council on October 8rd, 1894 and they further 
resolved “ that no partial or divided certificate would 
be accepted.’ 

If it can be shown that any of the certificates 
scheduled by the R.C.V.S. fall short of the standard 
desired, the simple way of enforcing our intention is 
to strike that certificate out of the list. 


AnTurax Oats. 


The case of Denny v. Covington fully reported in this 
issue is one of great interest to veterinarians and horse- 
owners. It illustrates the law that a seller is responsible 
for any deleterious condition of forage which cannot be 
detected by an ordinary examination, and it affords 
further evidence of the dangers attending foreign produce, 
Great Britain requires the importation of large quanti- 
ties of food-stuffs for its people and its live-stock, What 
is sent us is good and bad—some very good and some 
very poisonous. One tramway company hada number of 
horses killed by feeding on Indian tares, another lost five 
animals from the effects of eating Algerian hay. A firm 
in the Midlands experienced fatal results to their horses 
from the consumption of “ the dog-tooth pea.” Many 
persons have seen the ill effects of certain qualities of 
maize, and now we have a case of oats infected with 
anthrax. How the grain became infected is not clear. 
It was dirty and the dirt may have contained the germs 
of anthrax. It is said to have come in a ship with hides 
stored over it and this might easily account for the con- 
tamination. The evidence given left no doubt that the 
oats were the medium through which the disease was in- 
troduced to the horses. A very remarkable prvof of this 
was obtained through a mistake on the part of the de- 
fendants, who after stopping the use of the oats and feed- 
ing on a fresh sample for some days,unfortanately obtained 
a further supply of the incriminated grain. With these 
oats in use anthrax prevailed, when they were uot used 
the disease ceased, when they were resumed the disease 
recurred, but again diappeared on their being rejected. 
The steps taken by the veterinary attendants on the 
infected stud are worthy of note. Their investigation 
through every step was marked by knowledge and scien- 
tific acumen, so that when the witnesses had to prove 
their case in Court no flaw was found in the chain of 
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CASES AND ARTICLES. 


SUNSTROKE IN A DOG. 
By Josnua A. Nunn, F.R.C.V.S., C.LE., D.S.O. 


Veterinary Captain, Army Veterinary Department, 
Principal Lahore Veterinary College. 


From a recent discussion in some of the veterinary 
periodicals it would appear that records of cases of 
sunstroke (insolation) in animals are not plentiful, 
although the disease is common enough in hot 
climates, I am therefore induced to send the follow- 
ing case ‘‘ a typical one’’ that has lately come under 
my notice. 

The patient, a large male greyhound with a con- 
siderable admixture of the Rampore blood in his 
veins, was brought to the clinic of the Lahore Veteri- 
nary College at about 11 a.m., on the morning of 
November 18th. The animal the previous day had 
been out with his master, a ‘‘ Sikh Chief, ’’ on a 
hunting expedition after wild pigs in some thick, al- 
most impenetrable jungle on the banks of the river 
‘‘Ravee.”” This jungle, which extends for miles, is 

composed of dense matted elephant grass, twenty feet 
high and through which not a breath of air can stir, 
the heat in such a jungle on a hot day is intense. 
The dog had been working hard, and although at 
this time of year the nights ave cool the sun at mid- 
day was excessively hot, in fact, above the normal 
temperature. He came back home with his owner— 
who noticed he was tired, but otherwise did not seem 
amiss. In the early morning he was found in- 
sensible and was brought to the College hospital. 
On admission the dog was unconscious, foaming at 
the mouth with the lips retracted, exposing the gums 
and teeth, and the tongue hanging out of the jaws. 
The pupils were contracted to the size of a pin’s 
head, and there was a certain amount of strabismus 
upwards in both eyes. The respirations were very 
quick, oppressed and diaphragmatic, the pulse hard, 
quick and jerky. temperature per rectum, 104-7 F 


colour with the bile; lungs collapsed, congested and 
covered with dark ecchymosed patches; the heart on 
the right side dilated, full of fluid blood; the blood 
over the whole of the body had not properly coagu- 
lated. The whole of the meninges of the brain and 
spinal cord were deeply congested, the vessels being 


sinuses at the base of the brain were specially engorged 
also the reflexion of the membranes at the base of 
the cerebellum, between it and the corpora resti- 
formia. On a horizontal section being made of 
the cerebrum, so as to expose the lateral ventricles, 
both the choroid plexus were much more congested 
and the grey substance of the brain softer than 
natural, and on the right side in the centrum ovale 
of Vienssens close on the margin of the grey snb- 
stance was a small patch of extravasated blood. The 
meninges of the cervical portion of the spinal cord 
were deeply congested and the grey columns of a 
pink colour. 

The owner of the dog informs me that he has 
lost three or four other greyhounds in the same way, 
and doubtless from the same cause. The striking 
point is that the dog was not an imported one and 
had been in Lahore some time, being more or less ac- 
climatized, and the case did not occur at the very 
hottest time of the year, although the mean tem- 
perature was, on the 13th November, 7° F above 


the normal. 


ABORTION IN EWES, 
By Pror. W. Atston Epear. 


The approach of the lambing season in early breeds 
renders it important that the attention of flock 
masters should be directed to the increasing and 
serious losses arising from abortion. This subject 
has received much attention during recent years as 
affecting cattle, but it was not until serious losses. 
continued to occur and the disease had spread over 
wide areas that any united efforts were made to sup- 
press its extension. Probably the same rules will 


There was complete hemiplegia of the hind quarters, 
extending to the lumbar region, with total loss of. 


obtain as regards abortion in sheep, for it is difficult 
to impress upon shepherds the necessity of adopting 


sensation, relaxion of sphincters of the bladder and!even the most simple preventive or suppressive 


anus, with involuntary passage of feces and urine. 
While being examined the patient had a violent 
epileptic fit with strong convulsions and spasms of 
the muscles of the fore part of the body, the head 
being drawn back and the fore limbs moving as if 
galloping, a low cry being uttered. An ice cap was 
ordered to the head, ice bags to the spine with iced 
water enemas, a diffusable stimulant and phenecatine 
every three hours, but the case was a hopeless one, 


| measures. 


From investigation | was able to make last season 
in affected flocks every cause cther than infection 
seemed to be excluded. The abortions, in some cases 

‘amounting to nearly twenty per cent, occurred under 
such varying dietetic conditions as to completely dis 
pose of the popular notion that they were wholly 
caused by the feeding. One large flock-owner writing 
said, ‘‘ feeding has been so different that 1t passes 


and the animal died about 2 a.m. on the 14th, 15 hours 
after admission. 

Post-mortem 10 hours after death. Rigor mortis 
well marked, intestines much discoloured and rapidly 
commencing to decompose ; spleen enlarged and very 
rounded and thickened at the edges—a common oc- 
currence in dogs in India, the result of malarial 
fever ; liver softened, and in the neighbourhood of 
the gall bladder the tissue stained a deep orange 


our comprehension to account for the loss.”’ Flocks 
managed in the best possible way and as dictated by 
_years of successful experience suffered equally wit 
| those not so well cared for, and flocks miles apart 
but under exactly similar geological, climatic, 3” 
| dietetic conditions would in one case be entirely 1° 
from disease while others in a localized area 
‘abortions varying from fifteen to twenty per cent, 
and heavy losses in addition from the ewes also dyins- 


marked out on tbe surface like a map, the cavernous. 
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So far as I have been able to discover from direct 
and indirect enquiries most flocks had one point of 
management (?) in common, viz., an almost entire 
absence of even the most elementary sanitary pre- 
cautions. Where care was taken to separate the 
‘aborted’ ewes by removing them to another part 
of the same field the sheep dogs had free access to 
both divisions of the flock and the attendants were in 
communication. Aborted lambs and fetal mem- 
branes were allowed to be carried about or eaten by 
the dogs, no attempt being made to burn or bury 
them. 

If it cannot at present be demonstrated to the 
complete satisfaction of bacteriologists that abortion, 
when occurring in an enzootic form is due to a 
specific cause, there is abundant clinical evidence to 
warrant the adoption of sanitary precautions which 
shall, at any rate, have a tendency in the direction 
of suppression. 

It must be admitted that the difficulties in dealing 
successfully with this affection in ewes as compared 
with cows are great, but not necessarily insuperable. In 
the event of abortion making its appearance in a flock 
during the present season it will be an important 
point gained to early recognise the possibility of its 
being due to infection and, instead of directing every 
effort to fasten the cause upon the food supply, to em- 
ploy such common-sense precautions as have been 
found successful in modifying and in many instances 
eradicating the disease in herds of cows. 


INVERSION OF THE BLADDER IN THE 
MARE. 


By H. Tompson, M.R.C.V.S., Aspatria. 


_ Having noticed the correspondence on the above 
in your columns, and also read Dollar’s translation 
of Méller on the subject, the following record of 
three cases that occurred in my practice, may be not 
without interest to your readers. 

Vase No. 1. A Clydesdale mare, foaled about 
3 a.m., the placental membranes came away shortly 
after foaling, yet the animal continued to strain very 
much, and in about two hours something was seen 
hanging from the passage. My services were requisi- 
tioned, and on asking the messenger who came for 
me “what the something was like,’ he replied 
Po goad thinks the mare’s puddings are coming 

On arrival at 7 a.m. I found the mare standing in 
a loose-box with her hind legs slightly stretched back- 


yellowish green membrane protruded from the lower 
part of the vulva, water trickling over its surface and 
running down the inside of the thighs, over the feet on to 


I manipulated the organ through the meatus with- 
out much difficulty, but on removing the hand the 
bladder instantly followed; I subsequently made 
three other attempts at reduction with the same 
result. 

The mare was taken out into the yard, and the 
bladder was again returned, but before removing my 
fingers from the passage I cauterised the margin of 
the meatus with nitrate of silver, quickly withdrew 
my hand, and ordered the man at the head to lead 
the animal briskly about, while I dashed a few pail- 
fuls of cold water under the tail. She was walked 
about for half-an-hour, then she settled down and 
ultimately did well. 


Case No. IJ. A clean-legged van mare had a sharp 
attack of bowel complication, and when down pained 
and strained so much (as if in the act of foaling) that 
inversion of the bladder resulted. On being made to 
rise, the same condition was found as in No. I, the 
viscus turned inside out. It was returned on the 
same lines asin the first case, but the mare died—the 
cause of death being twisted bowel. 
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Case No. III. A well-bred Clydesdale mare, four 


years old, begun foaling her first foal through the 


hod | wesor On careful examination I found that the | night. Next morning she was down and unable to 
vt _ was turned inside out. On passing the hand | rise, a dead foal lying behind her. The roof of the 
rthe upper portion into the vagina, the meatus | vagina and floor of the rectum were torn right 


urinarius was found very much relaxed and o 
pen, so 
re na that four fingers could be readily passed 
in ough it, when a small cul-de-sac was felt, the non- 
verted portion of the bladder, containing about a 


through, the two passages being made into one for 
about sixteen inches. The bladder was inverted, but 
it was also ruptured for about six inches and urine 


Wineglassful of fluid. 


ran over the lacerated parts in a continuous stream. 
Nothing was done as the mare was close upon 
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dissolution, which occurred half an hour after my 
seeing her. 

In cases I. and II. the bladder hung from the 
vagina in a limp condition, like an empty purse, and 
as already stated contained apparently about one wine- 
glassful of fluid. 

The accompanying pen and ink sketch may, per- 
haps, better illustrate the position. 


THE ART OF VETERINARY SURGERY. 


In these days of scientific rage it would appear 
that our professors and examiners are forgetting the 
Art of our profession in their zeal for the Science. We 
do not say that the latter is unnecessary—far be it 
from us, but what we do say is that the art should 
go hand in hand with the science. Some professors 
teach art a little in the examination of horses for 
soundness, but very few, if any, teach a recognised 
plan or art to guide us when going about our patients, 
when operating or otherwise treating them. 

It is according to the amount of knowledge we 
have of the art of our profession that the public 
judge us, and it is by the public we live. What 
makes the empiric a success? Why it is the 
amount of acquired art he has succeeded in grasping. 
It is painful to watch the mancuvres of the ordinary 
newly-qualified practitioner examining a horse for 
soundness, absence of all system in many cases, ior- 
getting himself and going over the same ground 
twice, etc. etc., which absence of art the horse 
dealer and the observant public are only too ready to 
deride. 

Again, in a difficult case of parturition, absence of 
laid down rules is very apparent in the young prac- 
titioner ; very often he has to depend on the sugges- 
tions from some of the farmers or others how he is 
to get his animal placed for delivery, etc. 

In doing a great many things in connection with 
our calling certain laid down rules of action are 
necessary, and if we have not got these framed in our 
brain, we are apt to show the same confusion as the 
undrilled army when called into action. Professors 
and examiners are content at the present time to put 
this under the head of practice. Have you seen 
practice? Practice is good enough and cannot be 
done without, but the next question is: On what 
lines have you been seeing practice? If your tutor 
in that direction has not been a systematic man, 
your seeing practice will be no use to you when you 
embark on your own account—if you have not 
learned the art of your profession. It cannot be ex- 
pected that you, the pupil, can successfully tackle 
every case that comes before you without getting 
mixed in your movements, after seeing a few years 
erratic action from a slipshod practitioner. 

Dozens of young practitioners are ruined annually 
on account of adverse criticism by the public. Not 
because of want of knowledge on their part, but from 
want of the art of their profession. 

We have now got a four years course, and I would 
humbly submit that veterinary art should be one of 
the subjects taught in the final. This would take 


in what we are in the habit of considering as minor 
matters :—1. Style of going round a horse 2. How 
groom should be placed. 38. How horse should be 
placed. 4. How horse should be cast. 5. How men 
should be placed. 6. How to give orders to atten- 
dants. 7. Style in holding instruments. 8. Prelim- 
inaries necessary before commencing on a case of 
difficult parturition. 9. How assistants should be 
placed and directed. 10. How the animal should be 
cast if found necessary. 11. The necessity of giving i 
definite directions to clients in apparently simple ‘s 
cases. 12. How to commence the treatment of the 
different diseases so as to give a maximum of satis- 
faction to our clients, urging the minor matters to be 
carried out as well as the major. 

Students in their final year at College should be 
compelled to commit to memory certain outlines of 
action, and they should be compelled to put them into 
force occasionally when opportunity offers, with as 
much exactitude as the soldier in drill or on 
review. 

I have endeavoured to give a few outlines so that 
your readers may see what I am driving at, and I do 
hope that my professional brethren will urge upon 
the Council to do something in the direction I have 
tried to point out, so that our young men may be no 
longer jeered at by the public. 

Siens oF THE Tres. 


=. 


Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons. 


A special meeting of the Council was held on Wednes- 
day, the 4th inst. “to consider communication from 
principals of schools in regard to threatened proceedings 
concerning Educational Certificates, and to receive Coun- 
sel’s and Solicitor’s opinions and to decide thereov.” 
Present:—Mr. James F. Simpson, president, in the 
chair; General sir Frederick FitzWygram, Professors 
Edgar, McCall, McFadyean, Penberthy, W. Williams, 
and W. O. Williams, Messrs. Absov, Barrett, Beddard, 
Dollar, Fraser, Hunter, Hunting, Kidd, Mason, Mulvey, 
Mr. A. W. Hill, secretary, and Mr. Thatcher, solicitor. 

The Prestpent (Mr. James Simpson) expressed his 
regret that it had been necessary to sammon the Couneil 
so soon after their last meeting, but the matter befor 
them was one of such importance that he could not take 
the responsibility of deciding upon it without consult 
tion with his colleagues. There had for a long time 
been considerable doubt, certainly in the mind of 
Scotch Secretary and the Principals of Schools, # ” 
whether it was necessary that a student presenting him 
self for his A examination. should produce certificates " 
the effect that he had passed in certain subjects and 
that all the subjects had been passed at one and the sam 
time. With regard to the last point there appeam™ 
have been considerable doubt and it would be re 
from the correspondence that certificates which he ner 
call partial or divided certificates had been hithert 
accepted from some of the schools. The Secretly - 
the Scotch Examiners, desiring to be very cleat A 
this subject, on October 22nd, 1894, wrote to Mr. bl 
asking whether divided certificates would be oer 
to the College, aud Mr. Hill replied that the cert . sid 
could not be accepted if divided. The matter rail, 
before the then President, Mr. Hunting, by Mr. sis 
who also wrote stating that the Solicitor was of op! 
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that it must be at one examination. In answer to that 
letter Mr. Hunting wrote on October 16th, 1894 : — 
“Re Mettam. The Council decided to accept the 
certificates mentioned in our list. If the educational 
bodies give the certificates it does not matter to us how 
they were obtained. I know no published rule of ours 
saying they must be passed en bloc.” 
That appeared to have been the letter which guided the 
Scotch Secretary. It was for the Council to say whether 
the wording of that letter conveyed the meaning that 
divided certificates would be accepted. On October 25th 
Mr. Hill wrote to Mr. Rutherford as instructed by Mr. 
Huoting and that was the letter which guided Mr. 
Rutherford. 
Professor McFavygan asked if that was the only 

letter conveying the resolution of the 4th October. 
ja The PRESIDENT said it was so. The question arose 
now owing to Mr. Hill on the 19th of last month writing 
to Mr. Rutherford returning a certificate and stating 
that the student must produce one of the certificates 
enumerated in the lists; that all the subjects must be 
passed at one time. On the 20th Mr. Rutherford replied 
stating that this last instruction traversed his instruc 
tion on the same subject of October 23rd, 1894. He also 
said that that he had written to the President as the 
subject was one there must be no mistake about. In his 
letter to the President Mr. Rutherford pointed out that 
the authorities of the Dick and New Cullege knew of no 
such order, and that seeing that their students had been 
expecting to go up on the instruction of October, 1894, 
already twice acted upon, it was unfair to make this new 
instruction now. On receipt of these letters he (the 
President) thought it advisable to lay Mr. Rutherford’s 
letter before the Examination Committee, and on 22nd 
November, 1895 they resolved “That the Secretaries in 
London and Edinburgh be instructed not to accept in 
future any educatioual certificate unless it embraces the 
uecessary,subjects as specified in the first schedule and 
unless all the subjects were passed at one time.” He 
next received a letter from Professor Dewar calling 
attention to Mr. Hill’s letter of October, 1894, to the 
effect that as long as the certificates included the neces- 
sary subjects the Royal College did not care when or how 
they were got, and stating that the present action might 
open up delicate and even legal questions. Professor 
Williams also wrote asking by whose authority the order 
had been issued as it was in direct violation of the 
arrangements made by the schools and the colleges in 
1894 on which the students had been entered. Mr. 
Rutherford also wrote to him stating that he had 
received a copy of the instruction to, in future, receive 
no educational certificate unless it shewed that all the 
subjects required had been passed at one time. He had 
handed a cupy of the instruction to the Scotch colleges 
bose were much put about at the instruction and 
ggg it as a “ breach of faith” and “ unjustifi- 
Pe te, After recelving some further correspoudence he 
id the matter before their legal adviser who in reply 
~ as his opinion that the educational certificates must 
po in themselves, and that two or more certifi- 
to different subjects although together 
= yy all the required subjects could not be accepted. 
was of considerable importance he asked 
at owed to take Counsel’s opinion. Permission 
More’ been given a case was stated and sent to Mr. 

raw smith, who gave his opinion as follows :— 
hs : ee can only act as provided by the Bye- 
west h nd if the provisions of the Bye-laws seem to 
;» a injustice the ouly remedy is to alter them, but 
tae are altered they must be followed strictly. 
.. on the first schedule must be read together. 
© plural “ certificates”? in Bye-law 52 does 


duced. In order to decide the point raised, the schedule 
must be examined, and I consider that after such an 
examination the true answer to the question put is as 
follow :—(1) That in all cases where a certificate is men- 
tioned it means a certificate complete in itself, and which 
must include all the subjects specified in reference to 
such certificate. For sake of example, I take No. 31, 
University of St. Audrews. A complete certificate of 
this body would have to be produced, and not two certifi- 
cates, showing a pass at two different examinations. (2 

But I must point out that in cases where “ certificate” 
is not mentioned in the schedule, as in 40, 41, 42, aud 
49, then if the examining body allows the qualifying ex- 
amination to be taken iu two parts, the Council must 
accept a certificate showing a complete pass, although on 
the face of the certificate it shows that the examination 
had been allowed to be taken in two parts. (3) The only 
reference to plural certificates is in No. 39, but this case 
does not really arise in consequence of the Medical Coun- 
cil having required all the subjects to be included in one 
certificate.” 

In a letter to Mr. A. W. Hill, dated November 28th, 
1895, Mr. Rutherford stated that he had not any educa- 
tional certificates presentable at the coming examination 
nor would he have any until he could ask for them when 
taking the fees. He had no reason tu think they would 
be otherwise than as on former occasions. The question 
at issue between the principals of the schools and the 
Royal College as regards these educational certificates 
was not as to any difficulty about students passing in all 
the subjects in the first schedule but as to when these 
subjects might be passed in. The question arose from 
his sending up a certificate from the Dick College and 
asking an opinion of its educational value. The reply 
sent by Mr. Hill was that it would be necessary for the 
holder to produce one of the certificates enumerated on 
the list and that “all the subjects must be passed at one 
time.”” Mr. Rutherford added that “two of the schools 
threatened serious proceedings if the instruction was 
adhered to.” 

Mr. HuntiNe@ pointed out that two of the clauses in 
the Schedule Nos. 39 and 50 mentioned the word “ cer- 
tificates’’ in the plural, and asked whether the word 
“one” in the bye-law covered the certificates. 

Mr. Tuartcuer said that that was the opinion of Mr, 
Morton Smith. 

The PRESIDENT said that would be discussed later on. 
He then read a letter from Mr. Mettam to Mr. Hill, 
dated 27th November, 1895, in which he stated he had 
been informed that the Council had passed a resolution 
to the effect that in future they would not accept educa- 
tional certificates unless they embraced the necessary 
subjects of preliminary examinations and unless all the 
subjects were passed at one time. He hoped that the 
Council would exempt from its provisions all applicants 
who might have in good faith begun their course of 
study under the old regulations, and allow them to pro- 
duce certificates obtained where subjects had not been 
passed all at one time. He reminded Mr. Hill that on 
October 18th, 1894, Mr. Hill had written to him intima- 
ting that the Council had decided to accept the certifi- 
cates mentioned in the list, and that if the educational 
bodies gave their certificates it did not matter to them 
how they were obtained. Since then the a 
bodies in Edinburgh had allowed the students who fail 
in one or more subjects to come forward again and pass 
in those, while getting credit for the subjects in which 
they had previously passed. The certificate granted in 
those cases had until now been accepted without objec- 
tion by the College, and he submitted that the Council 
should continue to accept such certificates in the case of 
such students as had already began their course on the 
faith of the regulation hitherto recognised. He hoped 


hot affect the question raised i it i 
. \ in the case, because it is 
one of the certificates specified ” etc., that is to be pro- 
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upon the principle accepted in legislation, viz., that the 
new rules should only apply to persons beginning their 
course of study or entering for the first time after the 
date of the new rules. In conclusion Mr. Mettam said 
that the point was a serious one, as a considerable num- 
ber of students in Edinburgh had begun their course, 
and made arrangements on the faith of the understanding 
and practice he had referred to. 

Mr. Huntina asked if it was correct that the Council 
had passed any such resolution as Mr. Mettam mention- 
ed. As far as he recollected the Council had never passed 
such a resolution. 

Prof. McCaut said he had never heard of such a re- 
solution. 

The PresipENt intimated that the discussion had 

better be reserved until he had finished his statement. 
He then read another letter from Mr. Rutherford to 
Mr. Hill, of the 28th November, enclosing copy of letter 
from Messrs. Macgregor and Coy, solicitors, of Edinburgh, 
addressed to Mr. Rutherford. On behalf of Professor 
Williams and the students and others of the New Veter- 
inary College, Leith Walk, Messrs. Macgregor pointed 
out that the instructions of the Council to the Secre- 
taries in London and Edinburgh that they were “ not 
to accept in future any educational certificate unless it 
embraces the necessary subjects and also unless the sub- 
jects are passed all at one time,” if enforced at present 
would be a flagrant violation of the terms and conditions 
upon which many of the students had made preparations 
for joining the veterinary profession, and if insisted in 
would give rise to various claims of damages against the 
parties who might be responsible. They turther pointed 
out that it was very unusual in any profession to pass a 
prohibitive law of that sort without reserving the right 
and interest of parties who had been induced to com- 
mence their apprenticeship under the former rules. They 
declared that by the Charter of the College the Council 
were not entitled to make any new Order, rule or bye- 
law, or to alter or repeal the same without notice being 
given ata previous meeting and a notice hung up for’ 
three months previous to a special meeting called to con- 
firm the same. They intimated that as the alterations 
of the rules by the committee was ultra vires Mr. Ruther- 
ford would be held liable in damages and other conse- 
quences resulting if he insisted in giving effect to the 
instructions by refusing to accept certificates of students 
who had made ariangements under the former rules. 
According to the bye-law, said the President, four clear | 
days notice must be given for a Council meeting, but as 
time was running very short and he was anxious to con- 
sult the Council he instructed the Secretary to call a 
special meeting. Bye-law 56 would really make it illegal 
for Mr. Rutherford to collect fees after that day (Dec. 
4th), and he thought by summoning them at once and 
getting their decision he could telegraph full instructions 
as to the certificates that afternoon. 

Prof. McCat.: He is due at Glasgow at 2 o'clock to- 
day to receive the fees. 

The PreEsipEntT said it occurred to him that the fees 
might be accepted under protest, and he wrote to Mr. 

Rutherford suggestivg that that might be done. The 
solicitor also advised him that Mr. Rutherford would be 
perfectly in order in accepting the fees under protest. 
On December 2nd the solicitor wrote that the short re- 
sult of Mr. Morton Smith’s opinion on the construction 
to be placed on bye-law 52 and schedule 1 was that a 
certificate meant a certificate complete in itself, and 
must include all the subjects specified in reference to it 
but that in cases where the examining body allowed the 
examination to be taken in the parts the UVouncil must 
accept a certificate showing a complete pass, although on 
the face of it it showed that the examination had been 
taken in two parts. These were the whole facts of the 


students whom it may affect.” 


matter and arrive at some conclusion which might be at 
once telegraphed to Mr. Rutherford. lt was a matter of 
very great importance, for he did not know where it was 
likely tu end it they now declined to receive those certi- 
ficates seeing that they were accepted in May and also 
last Christmas, and students were allowed to pass their 
A examipation upon them. If they insisted upon the 
instruction not only must they decline to accept certifi- 
cates, but it was a question whether or not they must 
declare the examination of students who presented such 
certificates last Christmas and May as null and void. 

Prof. McFapygan asked whether a communication 
had been received from the Royal Veterinary College re- 
questing that the matter might be submitted to that 
Council meeting. 

The PREsIpENT said a letter had been received, but he 
treated that as quite a different subject from the special 
purpose of their meeting, which was to consider com- 
munications in regard to threatened proceedings concern- 
ing educational certificates. 

Prof. McFapyEan said it was at any rate cogent to the 
point. 

Mr. Fraser: If it bears upon the subject it may as 
well be read. 

The PREsIDENT: It was from Mr. Powys and stated 
that “at the professional preliminary examination held 
by the College of Preceptors in September last some of 
the candidates who have since entered the College as 
students passed in a portion of the obligatory subjects, 
but not in the whole of them. The College of Precep- 
tors are holding another examination very shortly and I 
should feel greatly obliged if you could ascertain from 
the Council of the Royal College at their next meeting 
whether it will comply with their requirements in regard 
to general education if the students to whom [ have re- 
ferred are able to satisfy the examiners in those subjects 
in which they failed in September, now, or at any subse- 
quent examination of a similar nature that the College 
of Preceptors may hold. Perhaps you will kindly let me 
have a reply to this at your earliest convenience as it is 
naturally a matter of considerable importance to the 


Mr. Hontine: I think it has a very important bearing 
—most cogent. 

Mr. Mason ; Most important. 

Professor McF'apygean asked whether the case of the 
students whose certificates had to be accepted or rejected 
pon governed by the bye laws of 1894 or those of 

The PresipENnt: I am sure I do not know. 

Mr. Huntine: 1895 of course. 

Mr. Barrett: Certainly, why not 1895. 

Prof. PENBERTHY : 1894. 

Prof. McFapyEan : Yes, 1894. 

Mr. Huntine: You have some funny rules in 18% 
that are not in this year. 

Prof. McFapygan: We are governed by the rules in 
force then. You do not propose to make any rule retro 
spective. 

The Presipent : Certainly not ; I find you are right. 

Mr Hunting said this was extremely important. 4° 
would like to point out two rules in 1894. ‘he first 
said “students shall produce a certificate that they have 
passed a preliminary joint educational examination 1 
force after January lst by the General Medical Council 
or produce an educational certificate recognised by that 
body.” That rule was not in force now, and matters 
would be complicated if it was allowed to be brought 1. 
Regulation 23 said “that certificates admitting students 
to any of the Veterinary Colleges without educations 
examination be lodged with the Secretary.” That 7% 
not in force now, the rules had been missed out by 4° 
dent from the bye-laws. 


case, and it was for the Council now to discuss the 
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Prof. McFapygEan: I merely want to know if the rules | 


are to be retrospective. 

Mr. Huntine: I know what you want to know. 
You are best up in the rules of any man in the room. 

Prof. McFapyEan said the student was induced to 
join under the regulations in force in 1894. That was 
their whole contention. In fairness these students 
should be governed by the bye-laws in force when they 
entered. 

Prof. W1t11aMs asked if any bye-laws had been passed 
in 1895. Were not the bye-laws regulating all this 

ed previously to the entrance of students in 1894? 

Mr. Barrett understood that bye-laws of 1895 would 
not come into effect until January Ist, 1895; therefore 
students entering in 1894 would not be amenable to them. 
It was a most important point. 

Mr. Huntine asked whether the College recognised 
students in any way until their first examinatlon ? They 
knew nothing about the student until his first examina- 
tion and he had nothing at all to do with the bye-laws 
until he came to that examination. 

Prof. McFapyean: I submit that you impose a 30 
weeks’ study on him before that. 

The Presipent: Yes, | think we have considered 
students in that way and intimated that certain altera- 
tions would not apply to students entering the schools. 

Mr. Huntine: By special bye-law but not without it. 
There is no special bye-law here. 

Mr. Docxar asked if they did not recognise a student 
until he presented himself for his first examination why 
was it that the new bye laws were preceded by a clause 
saying “ these bye-laws relating to the 4 years scheme 
shall not apply to any studeut who shall have entered 
before a certain date” ? 

Mr. Huntine: That is the exception which proves the 
tule. It absolutely does. We carefully went out of our 
‘way recognising the want of the rule to cover that. 

Mr. Barrett said the moment of registration consti- 
tuted the man a student, and therefore the bye-law in 
force at the time must act upon him and not a bye-law 
passed subsequently. The result was that the student 
—s in 1894 must be governed by the bye-laws of 

Mr. Huntine said he had not had an answer to the 
question as to whether Mr, Morton Smith noticed num- 
bers 39 and 50 in which the word “ certificates ” was used 
in the plural. 

_Mr. Tuatcuer (solicitor) said he noticed No, 39 but 
did not say anything as to 50. He said “ The only refer- 
ence to a plural certificate is in No. 39.” 

Mr. Hunt1Ne said in that case he was wrong because 
there were two. Why were “ certificates” mentioned in 
the plural? Because it required more than one to get all 
the subjects in. 

_ Prof. McFapysan said there were leading certificates 
m each grade and there were leading certificates in 
9a and therefore the plural had to be used in 

o. 50. 


9 Hunting: That means more than one certificate 
ee. McFapygan : For the same reason that the 
plural was used in 39. It referred to the Oxford and 
Cambridge examinations. 
Prof. WinLIaMs said as a matter of fact the leading 
cqvtidientes could not be obtained at one time; they were 
Ways part-certificates. 
Hunting: That is what I want to know. 
- a Barrett said by the resolution of the General 
- ms Council these certificates comprised in the first 
a = — not required to be passed at one and the 
wen PRESIDENT : You say Counsel has made a mistake 
hot speaking of “ certificates” instead of “ certificate.” 


Mr. Huntine: Yes, and I say that upsets the whole 
value of his opinion. 

Prof. McCatt said until November 23rd last he never 
knew there was any attempt to call in question the 
legality of the examination of their students and hence 
in putting out the prospectus of his college he intimated, 
according to the regulatious of the Royal College, that 
the examination could be conducted at any time prior to 
the student presenting himself for the first professional 
examination, but not that a student must pass that ex- 
amination all at one sitting. He held that the student 
had a claim upon him for admission to his first profes- 
sional if he could produce the certificates, and certainly if 
the student had a claim against him he had equally a 
claim against the Royal College. He would say advisedly 
that he had had no communication either from the 
Secretary in London or in Scotland that such a method 
of passing the examivation could not be received. He 
would ask was it needful to be very stringent in the 
admission of their students to the professional examina- 
tion? He quoted a letter from Dr. Morrison, who was 
recognised in Scotland as one of the first educationalists, 
who gave it as his vpinion based on long experience that 
to require veterinary students to pass the whole pre- 
liminary examination at one time was educationally a 
mistake. “It stands to reason” he added, “that a 
young man will derive more benefit from concentrating 
his attention on one or two subjects at one time than by 
dissipating his efforts on all the subjects required at the 
examination. I have consulted many of my professional 
brethren and their unanimous verdict is in favour of my 
contention.” 

Prof. Wiiu1aMs asked that the resolution of the Edu- 
cational Committee might be read. 

Mr. Huntine: That Committee had no business to 
pass it and we have nothing to do with what they did 
pass. 

Mr. Moutvey as Chairman of that Committee said its 
opinion was only given in answer to a question by the 
President for his own guidance. It was not given to be 
forwardsd to the schools. 

The Prestpent: That is incorrect! Tho minute was, 
“‘ That the secretaries in London and Edinburgh be in- 
structed not to accept in future any educational certifi- 
cates.” That was an instruction which was carried out 
by the Secretary. 

Mr. Mutvey: It was at your request entirely. The 
Committee never assumed any power at all. 

Prof. McFapygan as the mover of the resolution said 
he would not attach to it any greater weight than that 
which attached to the individual expression of opinion 
given by the late President in Ociober, 1894. It did not 
over-ride the bye-laws. It was simply an attempt to 
interpret them. 

Mr. Huntine suggested that there was a good deal 
more weight attached to a letter of an official of the 
Council than there was to the irregular action of the 
Committee, and that the Council was more or less bound 
by the official letter. 

Prof. McCati: Why are we here if we are to attach 
no importance to the Secretary’s letter ? 

Prof. McFapyean said he had never heard a more 
monstrous proposition than was contained in that letter 
written by an official of the Council that a President 
interpreting the bye-law was actually to petrify that 
interpretation and make it law. He (Professor McFad- 
yean flatly contradicted Professor Williams assertion that 
these divided certificates had been accepted in all the 
schools. They had not been accepted in London, they 
had been refused and thereby the Royal Veterinary 
College had suffered considerably in fees. The Scotch 
College professed a desire to be governed by Mr. Hunt- 
ing’s interpretation of the law when he was President, 


but the London College had no knowledge of any such 
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interpretation. The Council a fortnight previously had 
declared in unambiguous terms that a divided certificate 
would not be accepted, and if Mr. Hunting subsequently 
wrote a letter to Scotland giving a wrong opinion was it 
to be said that that would over-ride the printed bye- 
laws? There were two important questions in connec. 
tion with this matter. The first was that even handed 
justice should be done to the various schools (hear, hear), 
and everyone knew now that in London since the new 
regulations regarding the higher preliminary examina - 
tions came into force, divided certificates had not been 
accepted. He heard with amazement that Professor 
McCall who was a member of Council when these regula- 
tions were passed after prolonged discussion remained in 
ignorance that an attempt had been made, and it was 
supposed successfully, to put the general education of 
veterinary students on a level with medical students. It 
was clear that if they were now to decide that students 
at the Scotch schools were to be admitted to their exami- 
nations with these divided certificates they would be 
Ss an act of injustice upon the London school. 

ven if it were done it would not settle the point. be- 
cause a similar claim might be made with reference to 
the students who joined last October. There were at the 
present moment in the London Veterinary College 
students who had passed the major portion of the exami- 
nation and of course if it was legal in Scotland they not 
only asked that it might be allowed in England but 
would insist upon its being so allowed. 

Prof. Wittrams : Nobody objects to it. 

Prof. McFapyean: Just wait a moment until you see 
whether anybody objects to it or not. The second point 
was, was the examination according to the interpreta- 
tion which they in London placed upon the bye-law, 
viz., that it must be of the same grade as that exacted 
for medical students, too high. A measure such as that 
proposed would be reactionary and one which he thought 
everyone connected with a school would deeply regret. 
Having himself made the boast that veterinary students 
were now on a level with medical students he knew no 
reason why they should go back upon the law, notwith- 
standing the letter which Professor McCall had read. 
Even a great falling off in the number of students would 
not be a conclusive reason for reverting to the old system 
but he had no apprehension that the profession would 
not be amply recruited while the examination remained 
on the level required for the study of medicine. He 
moved “ That the Council decides to interpret the bye 
laws relating to general education in the sense conveyed 
in the opinion of Counsel.” 

Prof. Epa@ar seconded. He believed it was the inten- 
tion of the majority of those who worked out this matter 
that the standard of examination should be raised and 
should be maintained at the level of that required of 
medical students. If the piecemeal examination was to 
be permitted as suggested by the Scotch schools it 
merely meant that a student of most moderate attain- 
ments might struggle through every subject ove by oue 
and then claim to be registered as a student. The whole 
value of say the matriculation examination of the Lon- 
don University consisted in students being compelled to 

s all the subjects at one and the same time. The 
ye-laws were perfectly clear and had been acted upon 
by one of the leading veterinary schools, and they were 
now asked to make relaxation for these gentlemen who 
had not been at the pains of placing a correct interpreta- 
tion upon the bye-laws. It was ill advised that the 
schools should raise threats of legal proceedings, and 
those who had made the mistake in the matter must be 
content to bear any odium attaching to it. 

General Sir Freverick FitzWyeram thought the dis- 

_ cussion was tending rather to a false issue. They were 
" not discussing the wisdom of the bye-law. It was simply 


regarding the entry of certain students it would ba wise 
to strain the pewer of the Council by rejecting certfi- 
cates under which students had been wrongly, though 
innocently, admitted into the College. He moved as an 
amendment “ That this Council will not enforce the 
strict terms of the bye-law regulating the educational 
certificate in the case of students who have already been 
entered as students of a veterinary college.” 

Mr. Huntine seconded the amendment. He agreed 
with Professor McFadyean that it was the intention of 
the Council that their matriculation examination should 
be equal to that of the medical profession. He had 
always thought their bye-laws made them equal, buton 
examining them he found some clauses had been missed 
out so that the bye-laws did not express the Council’s 
intention, The intention was right but the bye-law did 
not express it. 

Prof. McFadyean : The bye-laws of 1894. 

Mr. Huntine: We have nothing whatever to do with 
the bye laws of 1894. 

Prof. McFapyran: We have everything to do with 
them ; they govern the case. 

Mr. Hunrtine said another piece of fallacy was Pro- 
fessor Edgar’s contention that the bye-laws were clear, as 
shewn by one school having interpreted them in a certain 
way. Surely the fact that three schools interpreted 
them the other way was a stronger fact, especially when 
the representative of the one school said that it trod upon 
his self-interest. The only difficulty they had to meet 
was that they had read to them the opinion of Counsel. 
That opinion was not like the law of the Medes and 
Persians and when it was confessed that Counsel had not 
read the thing correctly they could not place very “much 
value on his opinion. He (Mr. Hunting) believed that 
as far as the law of the thing went they might well follow 
Sir Frederick FitzWygram’s amendment. But. there 
waa another guide besides law and logic, viz., expediency, 
and certainly the expediency just now was in favour of 
not stopping these men and raising discord among the 
professors or the schools. If the bye-laws wanted alter- 
ing Jet it be done by three months’ notice, but at present 
they should treat the matter with justice. 

Mr J. A. W. Dottar said the whole position might 
be crystallized in a very few words. They had certain 
bye laws regulating these examinations. Those bye laws 
might be interpreted in one of two methods, either so as 
tv make their preliminary examination equal to the 
medical, or so is to accept the debased certificates at 
their will. The point which he wished most emphatically 
to impress was that they could make no exception to the 
bye-laws, and if they allowed these men to go on with 
their studies the Council would be ‘acting ultra vires. 
They must be bound by what they had done in the past. 
They had passed certain bye laws legally and if it was 
their intention to have ar examination in the future on 
level with that imposed by the General Medical Council 
they could make no concession, or if they did so they 
would be acting beyond their powers. 

Mr. Hunter asked whether the examination of the 
Medical Council was taken at one sitting, and whether 
an examination should be called “debased ” if passed i 
more than one sitting. He did not see that the standard 
was very much lowered by passing it in two sittings 

Mr. Barrett said he had the resolution of the Gene 
Medical Council from which it was perfectly clear that 
the certificates comprised in Sections 1, 2, and 3, might be 
passed at differeut times, piecemeal, but that certificates 
comprised in Section 4 must be passed at one aud the 
same time. The subjects comprised in the first schedule 
of their Register were for the most part those compris’ 
in Sections 1, 2, and 3, of the General Medical Cou” 

and therefore these subjects need not be passed at 
and the same time. The date of those resolutions ™¥) 


the question whether under particular circumstances 


1895. There was a clause at the bottom of Sectio? 
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which practically showed that they must be passed at one 
and the same time. That proviso had been inserted 
because the certificates, which were for the most part 
from foreign or colonial universities, were not deemed a 
sufficient test unless they were passed at one and the 
same time. In the Rules of the General Medical Coun- 
cil, after instruction 6, there was a paragraph which 
stated, “The examinations in Divisions |, II, ILI, at 
present entitle to registration on production of satisfac- 
tory evidence that the applicant has passed them.” It 
did not say anything about one and the same time. 
Everyone was saying, “ Why should we accept a “ de- 
based” certificate ?’’ He submitted that they accepted 
acertificate equivalent to that required by the Medical 
Council in asking veterinary students to obtain these 
certificates. By asking them to pass subjects at one 
and the same time, they were asking them to do very 
much more than they were required to do by the General 
Medical Council. It seemed to him that Mr. Thatcher 
may have overlooked that point. 

Mr. TuHatcueR said it was not material ; the Council 
were not bound by it. 

The PresipBNT said they were bound by the 1892 
Regulations of the College. It certainly seemed that the 
General Medical Council had arrived at the conclusion 
that it was hardly wise to insist on all the subjects being 
passed at one and the same time, and had made an altera- 
tion in consequence. 

Mr. Barrett further said that it was not right to talk 
about the certificates comprised in the first schedule as 
being “ debased.” They were certificates obtainable by 
the regulations applicable to the examination. As an 
example, in the matriculation examination of the London 
University one was bound by the regulations of that 
examination, and the same thing would apply to any pre- 
liminary scientific examination or examination of Arts 
in the London University. The Council had no right to 
ask, “How did you get this?” chey had merely to 
examine the certificate, and having satisfied themselves 
that it had been honestly obtained, it was their bounden 
duty to accept it. Bye-law 52 did not say anything 
about the examinations being passed piece-meal, or any- 
thing as to the mode of obtaining a certificate, and the 
Council had no right to enquire into it. He submitted 
that the Council as a body had almost entirely misinterpre- 
ted the resolutions of the General Medical Council. He 
submitted a second amendment, “ That in the opinion of 
this meeting the certificates comprised in the first 
schedule of bye-law 52 be accepted as a sufficient educa- 
tional test irrespective of the mode in which such certifi- 
cates are ubtained.” If the bye laws were imperfect 
make them perfect at a special meeting, but men who 
Were entitled to present themselves for the examination 
should not be excluded. 

In reply to Professor McFadyean, Mr. Barrett said he 
Was speaking according to the Regulations of the General 
Medical Council for 1895. 

The Presipent pointed ont that the Council were 
Governed by those of 1892. 

Mr. Hontine said not. ‘The rule said “after 1892.” 

Prof. McFapygan said the amendment just proposed 
was lucompetent without three months notice being 
Biven to the Council. 
sent PRaaDaN? stated that in order to set aside the 
. on of the Council in October, 1894, which stated 
scr “ey should be no partial or divided certificate, it 

© necessary to give three months notice. 
ee Howmpe declared that the 1894 resolution was | 

ut when the bye-laws were altered. 

Th siameeee said it was illegal if in force. 
hint said Mr. Hunting was right. The 
in July, 1895. passed in Octuber, 1894, and the bye-laws 


on bye-laws which had been repealed. He considered 
that the bye laws applicable to the students who entered 
last October were those which were made previous to 
October, that was, during July, 1894, although they were 
not published until the commencement of 1895. A great 
deal had been said about higher education, and “ debased ” 
certificates, and that sort of thing, which he believed was 
an argument totally unfitted to an assembly such as the 
Council. Whether a man attained his knowledge at one 
time or in two or three times, that man was equal to the 
man who obtained it at onetime. He was very much 
surprised to hear Prof. McFadyean say that the regula- 
tions of the General Medical Council had nothing at 
all to do with them when he (Prof. McFadyean) was the 
very man who did his level best to delete that resolution. 
It was a sort of compromise between Prof. McCall and 
Prof. McFadyean, that “ if you back me in my applica- 
tion for a summer session [| will support yon in doin 
away with the regulations of the General Medi 
Council.” 

Prof. McFadyean gave that statement an emphatic 
denial. 

Prof. Witutams said that both Professor McCall and 
Professor McFadyean were present. 

Professor McCa.t said he remembered distinctly Pro- 
fessor McFadyean asking him whether he would consent 
to a summer session, and he replied, “ I have no desire to 
dictate to you how you are to conduct your college here 
and [ hope you will allow us to conduct our own in our 
own way. Speaking for myself | do not wish for any 
summer session.” 

Professor McFapyYEan denied the language given ex- 
pression to by Professor McCall. 

Prof. Witt1aMs thought the whole proceedings of the 

Committee, and even the fact of the Council being called 
together that day, were totally inconsistent with the 
resolutions upon which the Council had acted, and there- 
fore he moved “ The previous question.” 
Mr. Fraser seconded Mr. Barrett’s amendment. In 
doing so, he said he wished to deliver himself from the 
imputation that he consented to lowering the standard 
of the educational examination. He did not understand 
the learned Professors at the other end of the table when 
they asserted that if the examinations were not passed 
all at one time the standard was reduced. If a lad was 
examined to-day in arithmetic, three months after in 
algebra, and three mouths later in geometry, did it fol- 
low that he was any the less qualified than a man who 
passed the three in one day ! 

Prof. Penspertuy : Yes. 

Prof. McFapyean: Certainly. 

Mr. Fraser thought it was superior to an examination 
passed at one time. If the Council believed that exam- 
inations were of greater value when all passed at one 
time they should insist on the scientific examinations be- 
ingall passed at one time. The Council would be acting 
with injustice not only to students who had entered the 
Colleges, but to future candidates, by putting a liberal 
interpretation on the bye-law, such as they were asked 
to do. 

Mr. Mctvey asked whether the educational bodies 
named in the schedule gave a single covering certificate 
or two, three, four, or half a dozen ; and if so, did the 
Council accept that number of certificates as covering all 
the subjects laid down, or did the Council demand one 
certificate. 

The PkEstpeNt said the Secretary stated he never 
accepted two. 

Prof. McCauu said he held that examinations were 
more stringeutly conducted when they were couducted 
in what was termed piece- meal. 

Mr. Doutar said he had been somewhat unjustly 
accused of bringing accusations. The gist of his speech 


Prof. WittiaMs thought it was very unfair to fall back 


was not to accuse any one certificate as being a“ de- 


| 
_| 
as 
in 
en 
on 
et 
el. 
nd 
ot 
ch 
rat 
ow 
ore 
cy, 
of 
the 
er- 
ont 
sht 
ail 
as 
the 
at 
ally 
the 
rith 
res. fe, 
ast. 
was 
on 
neil 
they 
the 
ther 
iv 
dard 
eral 
that : 
it be 
yates 
the 
dale 
rised 
incil, 
ope 
was 
ion 


298 


THE VETERINARY RECORD _ December 14, 1895 


based” certificate, or to point out any other which was 
exclusive, but he wished to bring before the notice of 
the Council the fact that they were bound by certain 
bye. laws which they themselves had made. 

Mr. Kipp supported the amendment of Mr. Barrett. 
He said he was one of those who strenuously supported 
the higher standard of education, and from that position 
he did not recede. The Council had always tried to deal 
fairly with the students and with the schools. When 
the standard of the professional examination was raised 
the Council allowed a certain number of years to the 
students aud schools to prepare for it. He thought the 
same thing should be done with the educational exam- 
ination. 

Mr. Mutvey: So it was. 

Mr. Kwp said the schools accepted certificates, with 
the cognisance of the Council, in 1894, and they had 
gone on registering students under the same conditions. 
They evidently were under the impression that the same 
mode of examination was sufficient. Bye law 52 simply 
said that before passing or presenting themselves for the 
first professional examination the students should pro- 
duce one of the certificates, but the bye-law did not say 
in what way that certificate was to be obtained. (Hear, 
hear. 

Me Honrine stated that after what had been said he 
intended to vote for Mr. Barrett’s amendment, and it 
was fairer to say that he would like to withdraw his 
seconding of Sir Frederick FitzWygram’s motion. 

No one seconding Sir Fredk. Fitz Wygram’s motion, it 
dropped. 

Prof. withdrew his amendment. He-should 
support Mr. Barrett. 

Prof. McFapygan asked whether Mr. Barrett’s amend- 
ment, if carried, would enable a student who could not 
register 4s a medical student to register as a veterinary 
student. 

Mr. Barrett: No. 

Prof. McFavygan submitted that if the Council had 
the power to accept the certificate that all the discussion 
had been about, no special resolution was necessary to 
instruct the secretary, and it was ridiculous to say it 
should be done in that instance. It must be the rule, 
and they would insist on the continuance of that rule in 
the case of the London students. 

Prof. McCatt pointed out that the students of the 
London Veterinary College who were admitted for the 
matriculation examination, had that examination fixed 
on days to suit Prof. McFadyean when he opened his 
classes, They were examined within his own institution, 
and he knew every man that went up, and whether he 
passed or not. lu Scotland they were kept three weeks 

before they kuew whether their students had been ad- 
mitted. If Prof. McFadyean wished to do the right 
thing he should have no examination in his college, 

Prof. McFapyEaNn said that every one of Prof. McCall’s 
statements were wroug. 

Prof. McCati: Are not students examined in your 
College. 

Prof. McFapygan: With that exception. 

Mr. Barret?’s amendment was then put, and carried 
11 voting for and six against. : 

On the motion of the President, it was agreed to tele- 
graph the resolution to Mr. Rutherford, adding the 

Accept as before.” 

n the motion of Mr. Hunting a vote of than 
accorded to the President. 
Notice oF Motion By Proressor McCatu. 

Prof. McCatt gave notice that he would move, “ That 
the educational examination of veterinary studeuts shall 

within the premises of the Institutio i 

The Council then adjourned. 


EXTRACTS AND NOTES. 


DENNY v. COVINGTON. 


In this case, which came on for hearing last week before 
the Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, the plain 
tiffs, Messrs. C. and J. Denuy, who are corn merchants 
carrying on business in the city, sued the defendants, a 
firm of lightermen and contractors, of Railway Wharf 
Battersea, and Cremorne Wharf, Chelsea, for the sum 
£95 6s. 3d., for oats sold and delivered. Defendant ad- 
mitted items of the account amounting to £22, but with 
respect to the remainder he pleaded that the oats were 
sold to him by sample as “ Turks” and “old Turks,” 
that it was an implied term of each of the sales that the 
oats should be of good quality, capable of being safely 
used as food for horses, and free from admixtures with 
any poisonous and noxious germs, but they were not of 
good quality, were unmerchantable, useless for the pur- 
pose for which they were sold and contained an admixture 
of poisonous germs. The admixture referred to did not 
exist in the sample, but if it did exist therein, it was not 
apparent on reasonable examination. Defendant there- 
fore denied his liability, and counter-claimed for the sum 
of £370, the price of 15 horses which he alleged had died 
in consequence of being fed upon the oats, and £18 10s. 
for incidental expenses, making a tota! claim of £388 10s. 
Plaintiffs in reply admitted the oats were sold to the 
defendant by sample, but denied that they were sold as 
“Turks” and “old Turks.” The oats were notgrown 
by them but were bought by sample. They denied that 
before the sales they knew that the oats were purchased 
by the defeudant to feed his horses, and also that the 
oats were not of good quality, or contained any admix- 
ture as alleged, and that they could not be used as food 
for horses. If the alleged defects existed (which was de- 
nied) they were apparent upon a reasonable examination 
of the samples. Plaintiffs denied that the defendant's 
horses were fed upon the oats supplied by them, and 
that the said horses or any of them died in consequence 
of being fed thereon, and also that defendant had sus 
tained any damage by reason of any act or default of the 
plaintiffs. Alternatively they pleaded that if they com- 
mitted the alleged breaches of contract the defendant, 
with full knowledge of the facts, continued to take 
delivery of the oats and to feed his horses thereon, and 
would contend that the defendant had waived such 
breaches if any, or in any event, that they were uot 
liable to the defendant in respect of any horse that died 
after December 10th, 1894. 

Mr. Arthur Cohen, Q.C., and Mr. Charles Gregson 
Ellis, appeared for the plaintiffs; and Mr. Bigham, QC, 
Mr. Lawson -Walton, Q.C., and Mr. H. Tindal! Atkinson 
appeared for the defendants. 

The onus of proof resting with the defendants, Mr. 
Lawson-Walton opened the defendants’ case. 

Edward Covington was the first witness called. Exam- 
ined by Mr. Tindall Atkinson he said he was the brother 
of the defendant and purchased ‘oats for him. On the 
3rd November the plaintiff's traveller produced to him 
sample of Turkish oats and asked for an order, which 
gave, and on the 30th November he ordered another 
quantity. A number of his brother’s horses afterwa? 
died, and Mr. Dollar, a veterinary surgeon, was ed in, 
and un the 10th December on his advice the food ¥# 
changed and the stables disinfected. Soon after, the 
22nd December, he discovered his foreman had ordered 
a second quantity of oats from plaintiffs, and four m0” 
horses had died. The food was immediately stop 

Cross examined by Mr. Cohen :—He had never befor 
heard of the germs of anthrax being in oats. - 
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ket price of Turks was very low. The veterinary sur- 
geon had a sample of the oats, as they were supplied, in 
his possession now. Were they very dirty /—They were 
slightly dirty. Better than they used to be. Were 
they abominably dirty when they first came to this 
country ?—Yes. Were they proper oats to be supplied 
as food to horses without being cleaned !/—Our horses did 
very well on them for two years. He did not know that 
dirty oats caused abrasions and made the horses liable to 
take disease. Did you destroy all the fodder and hay in 
your stables ?—It was all nurnt. Aud did you get fodder 
and hay from the same place afterwards !—Yes. The 
first horse died on the 4th December. He dealt with 
various merchants. When oats were sent for they were 

nerally used at once. The oats supplied by the plain- 
tiffs on the 26th November were probably used at once. 
When did you begin to snspect the death of your horses 
was caused by these oats /—About the 10th December. 
Did you go to the plaintiffs and tell them you had lost 
some horses and did not think it was wise to have any 
more oats ?—Yes. Were you nottold that they had had 
no other complaints, but they would take the oats back 
if you wished, and did they not then cancel the first and 
second orders !—The first order was cancelled. And also 
the second order?—Not then. I must press you upon 
that ?—I cannot remember. Were you willing to take 
the second order?—No; it was an error. Did you not 
receive a letter on the 22nd December from plaintiffs 
saying they were surprised at receiving a second order 
after you had expressed dissatisfaction with the oats /— 
Yes. I wrote back stating that the order was an error. 
You stated in your letter they contained a large quantity 
of dirt, Was not that so?—As a rule Turkish oats are 
dirty. Who discovered the poisonous seed !—The chem- 
ists. Who were they /—Messrs. Stacey. My brother 
employed them to analyse the seed. They sent in a re- 

rt. Did they inform you the oats were very dirty ?— 

don’t remember. You are a dust contractor, are you 
not!—Yes. That is, you collect dust and dirt and take 
it way in your carts!—Yes. The oats were fetched from 
the plaintiffs in his carts,and in his own bags. Not in 


the dust carts. Two-thirds of the horses were insured 
and they had received the insurance money. He did not | 
recollect whether he told the insurance company that the | 
horses had died from taking bad oats, but thought he> 
probably had done so. 


Re-examined by Mr. Lawson-Walton: All the sources 


ced to draw any of the oats from the plaintiffs, all the 
oats in the bin were consumed. The oats were brought 
in sacks tied up at the end, and a part of them were shot 
into the bin. The first horse died on the 4th December, 
and was taken ill about a day or two before. 

Mr. Cohen : In one of the answers to interrogations 
the defendant says the horses were never ill more than 24 
hours. On the 10th December you received an order to. 
change the food uf the horses /— Yes, and that was done. 
After that change there was nothing the matter with the 
horses for some time. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cohen: He did not remember 
from whom the oats were obtained before the 24th 
November. 

Frank Randall, foreman of defendant’s wharf at Chel- 
sea, said he first noticed something wrong with the horses 
about three or four days after they had the oats from 
Messrs. Denny. 

James Eppy, a carman in the employ of the defendant, 
said he had fetched the oats on the 24ti November from 
Messrs. Denny, and taken the first load direct to Railway 
Wharf, and the second to Cremorne Wharf. 

After the short midday adjournment, 

Mr. Lawson-Walton said that Russian oats were 
ordered to supply the place of the Turkish oats returned 
on the following dates: December 22nd, 10 quarters of 
Russian oats ; December 24th, 20 quarters; December 
27th, 10 quarters; and December 28th, 10 quarters ; 
making a total of 50 quarters at 12s. 6d. 

Mr. Wm. Dollar, M.R.C.V.S., in answer to Mr. Law- 
son- Walton, said thav his firm, T. A. Dollar and Sons 
carried on business in New Bond Street, and that he had 
had twenty years experience as a veterinary surgeon. He 
had had charge of defendant’s horses for some years, and 
until the outbreak of anthrax they had been healthy. 
There was no local cause for that outbreak among them. 
He had teen called in on the 5th December to see two 
horses which were ill and which afterwards died, but he 
did not then suspect anthrax was the cause of death. On 
the 7th a grey mare was taken ill, and died on the 8th. 
The most characteristic symptoms were those of severe 
abdominal pain, and great prostration; the animal 
seemed to be greatly distressed and sweated all over the 
body. Generally the symptoms were such as would be 
present in a very severe case of acute inflammation of the 
bowels. On the following day he made a post-mortem 
examination. When theskin was stripped off he noticed 


of supply of hay and fodder were English at that time, a quantity of jelly-like sndstance under the skin, and the 
aud were the same after the outbreak of the disease as | blood vessels contained a very thick, dark-coloured blood. 
before, and had continued the same till now. His On opening the abdomen to expose the internal organs 
brother told him that about the 28th December he had there was a discharge of alarge quantity of yellowish-red 
had an interview with Messrs. Denny with regard to the | fluid—some two or three gallons. When the bowels 
veterinary surgeon’s reports. In May of this year the were removed from the abdominal cavity and allowed to 
first claim was sent in to the plaintiffs. hang suspended from the mesentery, the glands on the 

Mr. Henry Covington, the deferdant was then called. | upper surface of the bowel were found to be very much 
He said that no other oats had been used at either place eularged, and of a dark reddish color. There was gela- 
except those supplied by the plaintiffs at the time the | tinous matter present similar to that under the skin. The 
epidemic arose. He saw Mr. Denny about the 28th large intestine showed discoloured patches at various 
December avd told him he was losing his horses, aud points, some of them small, about the size of a sixpence 
meutioned what Mr. Dollar had said with regard to the and others considerably larger, about the size of a half- 


cause of death being anthrax. There was an independent | crown. The small intestine showed a few patches of dis- 


examination as to the cause of death by a gentleman | coloration of a reddish purple color, but the discolora- 
connected with the Insurance Company. The price of | tion was not so extensive as in the large intestine. On 
the oats was cheap, but not exceptionally so. They seldom | opening the bowel there was a certain amount of reddish 
used English oats. coloured blood mixed with the contents. The liver 
Cross examined by Mr. Cohen: Can you say why seemed to be about normal in size, but on cutting across 
Turkish oats are cheaper than English and Russian /— it the blood which flowed from it was very dark in color. 
No. Do you feed your horses on Turkish oats now !— ‘fhe spleen was about the ordinary size, but its surface 
No ; we have not used any since this outbreak; we use , wes cunsiderably mottled with small spots. The kidneys 
Russian now. What price ?—Perhaps 12s. 6d. or 13s. a when opened showed the same gelatinous looking sub. 
quarter. The price varies perhaps a shilling. | stance as between the skin and the mascles. The ap- 
Robert Estow, foreman in the employment of the de- pearances resembled those which he bad seen iu previous 
fendant, said it was his duty to see the horses were pro- cases of anthrax. 
erly fed. On the 24th November, before they commen-| Mr. Cohen: If this gentleman after a careful post- 
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mortem examination says that in his opinion the horse 
died of anthrax, [ shall not dispute it. 

The Lord Chief Justice: Very well. The important 
point is how that anthrax was set up. 

Mr. Lawson Walton: Did you arrive at any decision 
or did you conduct a further examination ?—I removed 
an ear from the horse, took it home, and with the assis- 
tance of my brother made an examination of the blood 
under the microscope, and we discovered a number of 
anthrax bacilli. That satisfied him that the cause of 
death was anthrax. In the case of several other horses 
he found upon post-mortem examination that the cause 
of death was the same. In only one case was no post- 
mortem performed, and in that the external symptoms 
were the same. 

The Lord Chief Justice: Did you come to the con- 

clusion that all the horses which you examined on and 
after the 8th December, died from the presence of these 
anthrax baccilli /—Yes. On the 9th December after con- 
sultation with Mr. Catou, and his brother, he came to 
the conclusion that it would be desirable to change the 
food and on his advice that was done. The food was 
changed on the 10th, on which day two horses died. He 
was present when the post-mortem took place, examined 
the blood afterwards, and found authrax bacilli in it. On 
the 12th and 13th two more horses died, and after that 
there were no more deaths until the 26th. He came to 
the conclusion that the source of contagion was some 
constituent of the food. It could not have been the 
water because he found that the water supply at the two 
wharves was from different companies, and for another 
reason, viz, that he was attending horses at the Chelsea 
Board and other places using the same water supply and 
had seen no cases of anthrax. That excluded the water 
and by a process of elimination, by taking the food and 
ascertaining the sources and the length of time during 
which it had been used, he came to the conclusion that 
the oats were the cause of the outbreak. The spore or 
germ from which the anthrax bacillus was developed was 
not discoverable upon an ordinary examination of the 
sample. It would be very difficult to discover except by 
the process of cultivation in the animals—that was, after 
the mischief had been done. The spore was a micros- 
copic body, which when it entered into an animal, under 
suitable conditions, began to develope and produced the 
bacillus; then the growth went on indefinitely. It had 
a great affinity for oxygen and absorbed that which was 
required by the animal, so that ultimately the animal 
died asphyxiated. In addition, it clogged the passages 
and tended to impede circulation. If there were no 
breach in the surface of the alimentary canal the bacilli 
did not obtain access to the blood, and therefore might 
do no harm. He took samples of the oats upon which 
Professor McFadyean afterwards experimented ; he kept 
them in a box under lock and key. 

Prof. McFapyEan, examined by Mr. Bigham, said he 
he was the Principal of the Royal Veterinary College and 
had had an extensive experience as a veterinary surgeon. 
In September of this year he received a box containing a 

uantity of oats from Messrs. Dollar, which he opened on 

e 30th of that month in the presence of the last wit- 
ness. He took about a handful of the oats and put them 
in a glass jar which had previously been rendered sterile 
viz. subjected to a high temperature. On the oats he put 
an equal quantity of water which had also been sub- 
jected to a high temperature, in order to ensure its not 
containing any accidental germ. The oats and the water 
were then shaken up, and the water poured through a 
piece of muslin which had previously been subjected to 
a high temperature. The object of pouring it through 
the muslin was to prevent particles of dust from stopping 
up the syringe with which he had to inject the fluid into 


. the animals, In the first experiment he selected 8 guinea- 


pigs, a calf and a sheep, injecting into each guineapig 


one cubic centimetre, which would be about 17 drops of 


the liquid, and the calf and sheep 85 dropseach. They 


developed no symptoms. Ona the 16th October he re- 
peated the experiments in exactly the same way, only one 
half of the guineapigs received double the quantity— 
two cubic centimetres—and the sheep 8 cubic centimetres, 
Oue guineapig was found dead on the morning of the 
19th, and the post. mortem examination appeared to show 
that it had not died from anthrax but from blood poison- 
ing from some other accidental germ present in the 
material used in the injection. On the morning of the 
21st two guineapigs were found dead and the post-mortem 
showed they had both died from anthrax. The micro 
scopical examination showed the authrax bacilli at the 
seat where the fluid was injected, and also in enormous 
numbers in the blood. The other guineapigs remained 
alive and apparently unaffected. The sheep was found 
dead on the night of the 2lst and the post-mortem 
showed, beyond any possibility of doubt, that it had died 
from anthrax. Anthrax was relatively rare in city horses, 
and indeed, in any species kept in a city. His experience 
in London only exteuded to three years but during that 
time he only knew of two cases of horses dying from 
anthrax. 

The Lord Chief Justice: Why is it rare in the case of 
city horses?—I can teil you why it is commoner in 
animals in the country. (Laughter). There existed in 
various parts of the country soil containing the spores 
of anthrax, and although it was generally impossible to 
discover them except from animals cyiug after grazing 
on the fields, yet the general belief was that they marked 
places where animals had died of anthrax befoye, and 
where the blood of any animal, dying from anthrax, was 
shed upon the ground, if the temperature was warm ihe 
spores developed and might lie on the soil for an in- 
definite period, waiting their opportunity. Nothing 
happened to them until they were taken in by an animal 
grazing over the spot. For that reason animals in the 
country were much more likely to be affected than 
animals in towns. 

Mr. Bigham: The sheep and the guinea-pigs died 
from anthrax—can you account for their deaths in any 
other way than by the fact that the anthrax was got from 
the solution you made from the oats ?—I think it 
absolutely conclusive that the oats which were brought 
to me did contain the germs of anthrax. : 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cohen: The oats upon which 
you experimented were in this box ?/—Yes. Do you con- 
sider them to be clean oats ?—I do not consider them to 
be a very clean sample. I thought I saw you smile a 
much as you could ?—Oh! I can smile more than that. 
(Laughter). I did not observe they were dirty oats antil 
1 poured the water over them. Continuing, he said 
had been working with horses intimately for the last 18 
years. Both the cases of anthrax which he had mer 
tioned died in the Veterinary College. He had examin 
more than two cases of anthrax, cases which had be? 
brought to him by veterinary surgeons for post-mortem 
examivation. He usually enquired into the feediug ® 
the animals, and in most instances found that the au! 
had been eating foreign provender of some sort. i 

Mr. Caton, F.R.C.V.S., and veterinary surge he 
some 25 years to the Horse Insurance Company, 54 
had witnessed or taken part in the post-mortems 02 ihe 
horses belonging to Mr. Covington, and had come to of 
conclusion that they died from anthrax, the —, 
which had most probably been introduced into 
animals from the oats. anol 

Cross-examined by Mr, Cohen. He had only kno 
two cases of anthrax in London during the last 15 years 
and they both belonged to a butcher. 

This closed the defendant’s case. | ur cst 
The Lord Chief Justice: Before you open JOU”, 
Mr. Cohen, have you any submission to make up? 
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int of law? Is there any other question but these— 

1, whether this was a defect which rendered these oats 
unmerchantable, next whether it was a defect not 
apparent upon reasonable examination, and if there was 
such defect which was not apparent upon reasonable 
examination, whether that caused the defendant damage. 

Mr. Cohen: I do not know of any other question, my 
lord. The learned Counsel in opening the plaintiff's 
case, said.that he should prove that the oats were of a 
peculiarly dirty character, and unfit to be used as food 
for horses without being cleaned. The natural conse- 
quence of giving such oats was that it made animals of a 
somewhat delicate constitution susceptible to disease. 
It would be for the jury to consider whether it was 
prudent and proper for Mr. Covington to use those 
dirty oats with which to feed his horses. Again they had 
to consider whether the defendant had proved that the 

rms of anthrax were in the oats as they were originally 
omar He would call on an expert witness who would 
state that in his opinion nothing was more calculated to 
render the animals susceptible to a disease like anthrax 
than feeding them with dirty oats. When Counsel had 
concluded his speech the court adjourned. 

On Friday, the first witness called was, 

Chas. Denny, senior partner of the plaintiffs firm, 
said he purchased 379 quarters of Turkish oats on the 
Corn Exchange, out of which defendant was supplied. 
They were the dirtiest he had ever sold. The only 
portion, except those sold to the defendant, which was 
unmixed was purchased by a Mr. Batting and a Mr. 
Hodgen. 

Wm. Batting, corn-dealer Station Street, Stratford, 
said he bought 30 quarters of Turkish oats from Mr. 
Denny, which were delivered on the 13th, 17th, and 18th 
Decemper. They were sold by him in the usual way of 
trade to corn-dealers, who bought them for their horses. 

Cross-examived by Mr. Bigham. He could not trace 
them to any particular cnstomer. The oats were screened 
before they left his place of business. 

Stanley Hodgen, corn-merchant, of Bermondsey said 
he purchased from the plaintiffs on the 9th November, 
1894, some Turkish oats, which were sold to a Mr. 
Truckel, a carman and contractor. He had never received 
any complaints. 

Mr. Chattaway, corn-merchant on the Exchange, 
said he sold the oats in question to Messrs. Denny, on 
the 2ud November. In the same consignment shipped 
to him were 1200 bags and 200 bags. These were sold 
in the ordinary way, the 1200 to a Mr. Soddy.and the 
200 toa Mr. Danell. He had had no complaints with 
regard to them. The oats sold to Messrs, Denuy were 
very filthy, the other two parcels were of a better quality. 

_ Prof. Penberthy, F.R.C.V.S., said he had had con- 
siderable experience in connection with anthrax and at 
the instance of the Royal Agricultural Society, studied 
the disease at Pasteur’s Laboratory, Paris. There had 
been a large number of outbreaks of anthrax in Eng- 
land, particularly among cattle, but horses had been con- 
siderably affected. It was scheduled under the Cunta- 
geous Diseases’ Act. Oats containing large foreign 


- bodies, such as those sold to Messrs. Covington, would 


be more liable tu cause such conditions of the intestinal 
canal as to favor the entrance of the anthrax spore or 
bacilli, besides inducing other intestinal disturbance. 
Moncss-examined by Mr. Bigham :—He had heard Prof. 
cFadyean’s evidence, and had not any doubt that the 
= he analysed were infected with spores or the bacilli | 
0 anthrax, Is there any mechanical process that could | 
ve elimiuated the bacilli from the oats? Possibly a | 
of the bacilli would be eliminated, render 
g the oats much less dangerous. Have you heard of | 
any outbreak in London similar to that which occurred 


doubt that it was these oats which caused our horses to 
die ?—I think there is room for doubt. Do you doubt ? 
—Yes,I do. In answer to the Lord Chief Justice, the 
witness said that the rapidity of the fatal consequences 
of the presence of anthrax bacilliin the animal organism 
depended upon various conditions. The health of 
the horse made no difference, but the quantity 
and activity of the bacilli would make considerable 
variety as to the occurrence of the symptoms and the 
fatal effect. The disease usually killed within 36 hours 
after the first symptoms were noticed, but in all proba- 
bility a period of from 12 to 30 hours existed while the 
spore or bacillus was in the body latent. 

Mr. Cohen, Q.C., having addressed the Jury on behalf 
of the plaintiff, and Mr. Bigham on behalf of the de- 
fendant — 

His Lordship in summing up the case, said that the 
oats in question were sold by sample, and the law in re- 
spect to that was stated in the 15th section of the statute 
of 1893: “ Where there is a sale by sample there is an 
implied condition that the goods shall be free from any 
defect rendering them unmerchantable, which would not 
be apparent on reasonable examination.” It was ad- 
mitted that if there were the spores of the bacillus 
which caused the anthrax in the oats as delivered, that 
was a fact which would not be apparent on reasonable 
examination of the sample. The main question in the 
case therefore, as it was admitted that the deaths were 
caused by anthrax, was, did the defect exist when the 
oats were delivered by Mr. Denny in pursuance of his 
contract, and did it render them unmerchantable? If 
the jury found that the defect did then exist and that 
that caused damage to Mr. Covington, then he was en- 
titled to recover in that action. On the 5th November 
a contract was made fur 200 quarters of oats, and on the 
lst December a second contract was made for 100 
quarters, at a slightly increased price. The first delivery 
was made under the first contract on the 24th November, 
and from that date until the 10th December, defendant’s 
horses were fed upon those oats. On the 4th December 
a horse died, and also on the Sth, 7th, and 8th; on the 
9th four died, and one on the 10th, 12th, and 13th, mak- 
ing a total of eleven deaths. Matters had become so 
serious that on the 10th December, Mr. Dollar, the 
veterinary surgeon, entertained the strongest opinion 
that the fatality which had attended the animals was 
owing to their food, and by a process of eliminatiou 
fixed upon the oats as the cause of the mischief. The 
result of the several post-mortem examinations which he 
had made was that he decided the deaths were due to 
anthrax. The food was changed under his directions on 
the 10th December, and from the 13th to the 26th no 
death occurred. On the 25th December, the foreman of 
Mr. Covington, at Battersea, finding himself out 
of vats and seeing upon his file the second delivery 
order, not knowing it was for the same kind of oats 
which had been stopped, ordered 30 quarters, which 
were accordingly delivered, half to each establishment 
When that was discovered by Mr. Covington, the 224 
quarters which had not been used by the horses, were re- 
turned, but on the 26th December the mortality set in 
again, a horse dying on the 26th, 27th, 29th, and 31st. 
The principal question was, were the jury satisfied that 
that contaminating cause of the anthrax was in the oats 
when they were delivered by Mr. Denny under his con- 
tract! Mr. Covington was bound to prove that the 
damage was caused by the breach of contract. He was 
not bound to demonstrate beyond the possibility of 
doubt that that was the cause, but satisfied his obligation 
if he put before them materials upon which they could 
reasonably and fairly arrive as men of business at the 
conclusion that that was the case. The learned judge 


among the defendant’s horses ?—No Having regard to | then proceeded t» recapitulate the evidence of Professor 
Prof. McFadyean’s experiments, have a the least | McFadyean as to his experiments by which he discovered 
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the presence of the spore of the bacilli of anthrax in the 
oats. He proposed to put various questions, some of 
which had been cert: by Counsel to the jury. The 
first was this: Has it been made out to your reasonable 
satisfaction that by the presence of anthrax germs in the 
oats sold to Mr. Covington were rendered unmerchant- 
able ? 

After a brief consultation, 

The Foreman of the Jury: We are quite agreed, my 
Lord, that there were latent germs in the oats when they 

were first supplied to Mr. Covington. 

The Lord Chief Justice: Is there in your opinion any 
ground for imputing negligence to Mr. Covington in 
feeding his horses upon these oats as they were delivered 
to him ? 

The Foreman (after another brief consultation): We 
are of opinion there was no negligence on the part of Mr. 
Covington. 

The Lord Chief Justice: It is suggested there was 
negligence on the part of the foreman with regard to the 
order which he gave on the 25th December. 

The Foreman : We do not think there was negligence 
on the part of the foreman, but we think the principal, 
Mr. Covington, was negligent for not having removed the 
order from his books. 

This answer raised certain legal questions which were 
to have been argued after the midday adjournment, but 
ultimately the parties agreed to halve the amountinvolved 
under this consideration. The amount claimed was £100. 

The damages in respect of the horses that had died 
prior to December 25 had been agreed to be £280, so that 
with the £50 for the last four the defendants obtained a 
verdict on their counter-claim for £330, while the plain- 
tiffs obtained a verdict for £22, the admitted balance due 
to them, and the Judge directed that the defendants 
should have the costs of the action. Judgment was piven 
in accordance with these findings, and astay of execution 
was granted pending an appeal. 


A HORSE ACTION, 


On Monday, December 2nd, in the Nisi Prius Court, 
Dublin, before Mr. Justice Holmes and a special jury, 
the case of Allen v. Beasley was heard. The action 
was brought by Mr. Charles Allen, veterinary surgeon 
of North Frederick Street, against Mr. Harry Beasley, 
who was a well-known gentleman jockey, and who 
now carries on the business of a trainer of horses 
at Eyrefield House, Curragh Camp, to recover £500 
damages for breach of contract in regard to the 
treatment of a filly which plaintiff handed over to 
the defendant to be trained for racing purposes. The 
plaintiff in his statement of claim set out that in the 
month of October, 1894, defendant agreed to receive the 
mare and train her for racing at a charge of two guineas 
aweek. it was a term in the agreement that in the event 
of the mare developing any disease or meetiug with any 


accident while in charge of the defendant the plaintiff | 


was at once to be informed, and that he should then 
have the sole medical and veterinary charge of her. The 
plaintiff alleged that the animal was not treated in a fit 
and suitable manner to prepare her for racing purposes 
and that asa result she suffered in health and developed 
series maladies which permanently injured her ae 
rendered her of no value for any purpose. It was also 
charged against the defendant that he made fraudulent 
representation to the plaintiff that the mare was onl 

suffering from “ legs filled all rouud,” thereby preventin 

him frou going and inspecting and prescribing for it 
The defence was a general denial of the contract as set 
forth by the plaintiff. The defendant pleaded that he 


had not neglected to take proper care of the mare—that 
he had attended to her in a fit and suitable manuer, 

Counsel for plaintiff—Mr. John Ross, Q.C.; Mr 
O’Shaughnessy, Q.C.; Mr. J. H. Pigot (instructed by 
Mr. R. W. Peebles). For the defendant—The Right 
Hon. The MaDermot, Q.C.; Mr. Seymour Bushes, Q:0,, 
and Mr. Robert Doyle (instructed by Mr. Michael 
Kavanagh). 

Mr. Allen, the plaintiff, in his evidence, stated that in 
the early part of the month of April he saw the mare and 
she was then in good condition. He next saw her on 
the 17th of the same month, and then found she was 
suffering from acute laminitis. He attributed the exist- 
euce of this disease to bad treatment and improper feed- 
ing. The animal was still alive but absolutely worthless, 
If he had not seen her on this date, the 17th, and pre 
scribed for her in conjunction with Mr. Pallin, V. S., she 
could not have lived twenty-four-hours. He saw Mr. 
Beasley afterwards when he came back from the Curragh 
races, and said to him that hanging would be too good 
fuc himself and his men for having treated a dumb animal 
the way they did. 

Cross examined by the MacDermott—He had known 
Mr. Beasley for a good number of years and had given 
him charge of two other horses before this so that they 
might be trained as racers. He (plaintiff) was dissatisfied 
with the care these horses received. 

Do you say they were neglected !/—No, but he kept 
them too long after he should have have known that they 
were no good. 

Cross-examivation continued—In other respects he 
did not complain of the treatment of the horses. Some 
time before Fairyhouse races he saw the mare, the sub- 
ject of the present action, and was pleased with her con- 
dition. He said so to Mr. John Beasley, defendant's 
brother. 

Mr. Pallin, janior, and Mr. James M‘Kenny, VS, 
examined for the plaintiff, deposed that in their opinion 
the condition of the mare was due to ill-treatment and 
neglect. 

This closed the case for the plaintiff. 

The defendant was examined and deposed that he had 
acted as a trainer of racehorses for the past eight years, 
aud had also ridden horses at race meetings for the past 
twenty years. Nearly all that time he had known the 
plaintiff intimately. From the time he got the mare to 
train he had treated her with the greatest attention, and 
she got on very well. Two months after her arrival 
was given galloping and cantering exercise, but it was 
soon apparent after some of her trials that she would 
never be any good as a racehorse. Witness added that 
he had a man employed specially to look after the horses 
in his training quarters. When he (witness) was 4 
home he superintended the horses four times a day, al! 
when he was away his brother John looked after them. 
The best possible care was always taken of plaiatifl’s 
mare. Witness then described in detail the treatment 
aud care which he gave to the animal, and said the 
disease from which she was suffering was one of very 
growth. 

Witness was subjected to a long cross-examination by 
Mr. O’Shaughnessy, Q.C., and elicited the remark from 
the judge that the case set up by him was in direct cot 
tradiction to that made by the plaintiff. 

Mr. John Beasley, brother of the defendant, next 
examined, swore that the mare was properly cared for aa 
attended to at its training quarters. al 
Other witnesses were examined for the defence, 
the court adjourned. 

On resuming on Tuesday. . sual 
Mr. Lambert, V.S., deposed that it was quitea® “ 
thing to exercise horses suffering from “ warbles a 
vided that the sore was properly protected, as it se? 


to be in the present case. To keep highly bred ani 


| 
suc 
col 
det 
| 
def 
mo 
| | net 
tha 
sell 
| in: 
the 
i 
| 
| ma 
6£1( 
| and 
i 
i que 
| | wro 
i not: 
the 
wro 
Bea 
mat 
gre 
trac 
| trac 
| 
| the 
and 
| any! 
with 
sel | 
with 
pres: 
havi 
| stag 
| muc 
Bar 
| : that 
mig) 
| not 
wort 
! mig) 
| ill 
| Dot ; 
ther. 
mon 
card: 
me the 
othe 
| Hi: 
| TI 
| OL 
| plaiy 
| hotic 
by ti 
Hi 
| 
| 
| | 
| 
J 


December 14, 1895 


1HE VETERINARY RECORD 303 


such as Mr. Beasley had under his control, in a stable 
constantly without exercise would mean poison to 
them. 

Mr. Griffen, V.S., gave similar evidence, and the evi- 
dence concluded. 

Mr. Bushe, Q.C., addressed the jury on behalf of the 
defendant, and asked them to consider what possible 
motive the defendant could have in concealing the ill- 
ness of this mare, as the plaintiff alleged, if he thought 
that the animal had contracted a serious malady. One 
would imagine that his desire would be to throw over the 
treatment of the animal on the plaintiff and save him- 
self from responsibility. The plaintiff had entirely failed 
in showing any want of care or attention on the part of 
the defendant. 

Mr. Ross, Q.C., in replying on the part of the plain- 
tiff, argued that it was beyond all doubt that the valuable 
mare, for which Mr. Allen said he would not have taken 
£1000 was lost through the negligence of the defendant, 
and he was responsible for the loss in point of law. 

Mr. Justice Holmes, in summing up, said the first 
question he proposed to ask was did the defendant re- 
ceive the filly upon the terms that if anything went 
wrong with her he wonld give the plaintiff immediate 
notice of the matter? With regard to that question, if 
they believe Mr. Allen’s statement that in a letter he 
wrote in the first instance making the contract with Mr. 
Beasley he made that stipulation, then that decided the 
matter. At the same time that was not a matter of any 
great importance in the case if there was no express con- 
tract to that effect, because if there was no express con- 
tract it was perfectly clear that when Mr. Beasley re- 
ceived the filly to be looked after in his training stables 
the law fixed upon that relationship a contract on the 
part of the defendant that he would take proper and 
reasonable care of the filly, and attend to it in proper 
and suitable way. If he saw the animal suffering from 
anything that was likely to lead to serious injury it 
would be his duty, beyond all doubt, to communicate 
with the owner. No one suggested that Mr. Beasley deli- 
berately neglected this animal, but still there might be 
neglect without deliberation. It was suggested by coun- 
sel for the plaintiff that Mr. Beasley was deliberately 
withholding from Mr. Allen the state in which this animal 
was. Mr. Allen himself seemed to be under that im- 
pression. His Lordship could conceive that Mr. Beasley, 
having neglected the illness of the mare in its earlier 
stages, avd having found out afterwards that it was 
much worse than he supposed, might have tried to post- 
pone a visit from Mr. Allen for some days, in the hope 
that the mare would get better, and that the negligence 
might not be observed. That was a possible theory, but 
hot a probable one. There was another suggestion 
worthy of consideration, and that was that Mr. Beasley 
might not have realised that the mare was so seriously 
ill as she really beyond all doubt was, and that he did 
a appreciate her danger. Reviewing the evidence fur- 
oo na lordship said he did not like to set up the testi- 

y Of one gentleman against another, but on some 
gsr polnts in the case the question would turn on 
— which they would give on one side or the 

= Lordship having concluded, the jury retired. 
m=. jury found that the defendant received the filly 
wlinti@r that if anything weut wrong he would give the 
elles? I notice, and that he did not give that 
by the: Pe ~~ also found that the filly was neglected 
is oe age They assessed the damages at £250. 
Ship gave judgment for the amount and costs. 


THE HALIFAX FORGERY CASE. 


At the West Riding Autumn Sessions, Daniel Stewart,. 
26, veterinary surgeon, of Halifax, pleaded guilty to forg- 
ing the acceptance to a bill of exchange for the payment 
of £200, with intent to defraud, at Halifax, on April 4th 
last.—Mr. Perks, addressing his Lordship in mitigation 
of sentence, said that the prisoner required the money in 
order to avail himself of an opening in his profession, 
and a friend or relative who had promised to assist him 
failing to do so, he gave way to temptation. He had been 
in prison nearly two months, all the labour and ene 
he had previously put into his career would be wasted, 
and he would lose his status as a veterinary surgeon. 
Nothing was known against the prisoner before the pre- 
sent offence.—His Lordship, in passing sentence, said 
the prisoner pleaded guilty to a very serious crime, a 
crime that must always be visited with extreme punish- 
ment, inasmuch as it was very easy to commit, and very 
difficult to detect, and did great harm to those who were 
defrauded by it. In this case the prisoner got another 
man’s business, ruined the business probably, and de- 
prived the owner of that which was a very valuable 
business, and which would be worth to him the same 
amount of money that the prisoner was to have given 
him. The least he (the Judge) could do was to send the 
prisoner to penal servitude, and he was not sure that it 
ought not to be for a long time. This was the first time 
that there had been anything against the prisoner, and 
he was a young man. He would give him the benefit of 
his youth, though he was not sure that he deserved it. 
Prisoner would be sentenced to penal servitude for three 
years.— Bradford Observer. 


ROYAL AGRICULTURAL SOCIETY OF ENGLAND 


At the usual monthly meeting of the council of this 
society held on Wednesday, December 11th, at 13, 
Hanover Square, Sir Walter Gilbey, president, in the 
chair. 

Mr. AsHwortH reported that in the view of the 
Veterinary Committee the time had arrived when the 
society should agaiu press upon the Government the 
importance of undertaking an exhaustive inquiry into 
the nature and causes of abortion in cattle ; and it was 
resolved that a deputation should wait upon Mr, Long 
with this object. 

Lorp Moreton presented a recommendation from the 
education committee that the society should establish an 
examination of its own for dairy teachers and dairy 
students, and award a diploma in the name of the 
society to those who, after a thorough examination in 
all branches of dairyiny, both theoretical and practical, 
proved themselves capable of imparting instruction to 
others on the practice and science of dairying. 

On the motion of the respective chairmen, a grant of 
£150 was given for the prosecution of grass experiments 
during the coming year, £600 for veterinary investiga- 
tions (inclusive of £500 to the Royal Veterinary Col- 
lege), £500 for agricultural education, and £100 for dairy 


Suicide of a V.S. 

On Friday, December 6th, the inhabitants of Pinxton 
were startled to hear that Mr. John Dalby, the Pinvxton 
Colliery Company’s veterinary surgeon, had committed 


suicide by hanging himself in the stables. A pint bottle 
of whiskey, which was nearly full the night previous, was 


found next moining to have been emptied of its contents. 
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About half-past seven in the morning his son, Jesse, who 
is about 12 years of age, went to the stable to fed the 
fowls, when he found the lifeless body of his father 
hanging suspended by a halter and the well rope. He 
immediately ran into the house, and he, his elder brother 
Leonard, and his mother afterwards between them got 
the body down, and sent for Dr. Gideon. The doctor 
tried every means to restore animation, but his attempts 
proved futile. Ina note which the boys discovered the 
deceased wrote that if he had done anything wrong he 
hoped they would forgive him.—Notts Guardian. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT 


Vet.-Lieut. Colonel A. E. Queripel is granted the 
temporary rank of Vet.-Colonel whilst employed as 
Inspector General, Civil Veterinary Department in 


India. 
Vet.-Lieut. G. K. Walker embarked 12th inst. for 
a tour of service in India. 


“OUR MILITARY HORSES.” 


The Duke of Connaught presided at the Aldershot 
Military Society on Tuesday evening, December 10th, 
when Veterinary-Lieutenant-Colonel H. Thomson, dis- 
trict veterinary officer, Aldershot, lectured on “ Our 
Military Horses.” He did not think that, on the whole, 
there was much to complain of as to the arrangements 
for horsing the Army. There was a teudency nowadays 
to push on remounts with the object of getting them 
into the ranks as soon as possible, with the result that 
they frequently collapsed utterly, whereas the exercise rm 
a little thought and patience would have saved t 
animals to the service. No horse was thoroughly fit for 
the work of a cavalry regiment under five years old, but 
the training of remounts should be arranged so that they 
would join the ranks as near that age as possible. He 
advocated as a remedy the fifth or reserve squadron 
system of some Continental armies ; but he would limit 
it for the present to the regiments and batteries of the 
First Army Corps. In this squadron might be put all 
the recruits, remounts, old horses, aud older men until 
the young soldiers and young horses were fit to work in 
the ranks. This squadron would also be a place where 
horses that failed might recover. No light cavalry officer 
would admit that the ration was too large for Hussars 
or medium cavalry, and, therefore, it was uot surprising 
to find heavy cavalry officers maintain that their horses 
had not sufficient to eat to keep them in perfect condition, 
and that another 2lb. of oats in the day would make all 
the difference. Other armies, and notably the German, 
had a sliding scale. Some determined attempts should 
be made to decrease the enormous weights carried by our 
cavalry horses in marching order. They varied from 19st. 
to 22st., and in artillery horses in addition to carrying a 
heavy weight had to draw another 7ewt. or 8cwt. There 
ought to be a large establishment of trained farriers and 
smiths maintained in mounted corps. No discussion was 
raised, but Major-General B. A. Combe, Major-General 
J. Alleyne, C.B., and Col. H. R. Abadie, C.B., Comman- 
dant at Canterbury, agreed with the lecturer on the 
question of clipping and extra food. The Duke vf Con- 

naught, in thanking the lecturer, said that what they 
had heard was no novelty, but it had been put before 
them in a very lucid manner. They all agreed with the 
lecturer with regard to clipping. Hecould never under- 
stand why the military horse was treated in the opposite 
way to a hunter. They hoped it would not be long 
before clipping was allowed. Se did not kuow why it 


had been delayed so long except on the score of expense 
for blankets, and for fear of the horses beiug wanted for 
active service. ‘That, however, was a risk which they 
might well run. The ration of the German horse had 
been increased. They began with the English ration, 
and had to increase it. The 5th Squadron was also 4 
question of finance. Officers would be only too glad if 
all their numbers were effective. One reason for their 
hurry in getting remounts into the ranks was that they 
had such an enormous proportion of dismounted meu 
who had frequently to be left in. The proceedings 
shortly afterwards terminated. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


CURABILITY OF CANKER—A CHALLENGE. 
(Professor PrircHarp’s reply). 


The following letter has been received by Mr. Malcolm. 
5 Regent’s Park Road, 
Gloucester Gate, N.W. 
December, 1896. 
My Dear Sir, 


CANKER AFFFECTING THE Foot or THE Horsz. 


The challenge conveyed by your letter to hand on the 
26th ultimo, and which I notice you have thought proper 
to publish, I cannot entertain, not that I hold my opinion 
any the less firmly, but I would rather leave thémembers 
of the profession generally to be lead by their own ex- 
perience of such cases, than that they should be asked to 
form a conclusion from the result of the treatment of 2 
single instance. 

If you have discovered a cure for canker, I am very 
glad of it. You cannot fail to have plenty of opportuni- 
ties of putting the questions on the outside of doubt, 
without any assistance of mine.—I remain, very faith- 


fully yours, 
Wm. PrircHarp, Professor 
To J. Malcolm, Esq., F.R.C.V.S., ete. 


‘ INVERSION OF THE BLADDER. 
IR, 


On November 9th, Mr. Bruce impugned my descrip- 
tion of inversion of the bladder, as “ impossible”; 
November 29ih he somewhat questioned its accuracy; 
on the 7th December he is so good as to deem it merely 
“a long way from accurate to make one illustration 
represent two very different pathological lesions.” As! 
said before, prolapse can occur without inversion but 1 
version cannot occur without prolapse. If Mr. Bruce ca? 
make a sketch which shall represent typical inversion © 
the bladder without also representing typical prolaps 
am quite williug to admit the justness of his criticisms— 
even the strongest. But. if he cannot I hope, both for 
his own sake and that of your readers, he will cease !rom 
further troubling.—I am, Sir, yours faithfally, 

Jno, A. W. Do 


[This correspondence may now cease.—ED-] 
Communications, Books, AND PAPERS RECKIVED 
T. Olver, A. H. Jacobs, W.A. Edgar, J. Malclom, 
F. G. Ashley, Jno. W. Dollar, W. Briton, 
Cornwall Advertiser, The Scotsman, Sport, Daily Telegrap 


We shall be obliged by early intelligence of all msl 
worth bringing under the notice of the professio? 4 
thankful to any friends who may send us cu 


local papers, containing facts of interest. 
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